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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 



In response to the restriction requirement of the outstanding Office Action mailed 
September 7, 2005, applicant elects the invention of Group IV (claims 14-18) drawn to a method 
of analyzing a biological sample to detect cells infected by a virus. This election is made with 
traverse. 

Applicants have elected with traverse and request that Groups I and IV be examined 
together despite the fact that the inventions of Groups I and IV are patentably distinct. The 
claims of Groups I and IV should be examined together because all of the claimed inventions 
require the analysis a biological sample to detect cells infected by a virus. As a result, a search 
based on a method for analyzing a biological sample to detect cells infected by a virus (Group IV 
(claims 14-18)) will be relevant to the invention of Group I. Thus, prosecution will be faster and 
more efficient if Group I and IV are examined together. Moreover, under MPEP §821.04, 
Applicants would be entitled to request rejoinder of the method claims of Group I after the 
method claims of Group IV are found to be allowable. Applicants believe that it would be faster 
and more efficient to consider the method claims together. This is because, despite the fact that 
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the inventions are patentably distinct, many of the issues surrounding the patentability of the 
claims will are related. 

Likewise, Applicants request that Groups II, III, V and VI be examined together despite 
the fact that the inventions of Groups II, III, V and VI are patentably distinct. The claims of 
Groups II, III, V and VI should be examined together because all of the claimed inventions are 
drawn to a method of separating virus particles from a medium. As a result, a search based on a 
method for method of separating virus particles will be relevant to the inventions of Group 
Groups II, III, V and VI. Thus, prosecution will be faster and more efficient if Groups II, HI, V 
and VI are examined together. Again, Applicants believe that it would be faster and more 
efficient to consider the method claims together. This is because, despite the fact that the 
inventions are patentably distinct, many of the issues surrounding the patentability of the claims 
will are related. 
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